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Detailed Action 

1. This Office Action is in response to the Amendment filed on 10/19/2006. Claims 
1 and 6 have been amended. Claim 7 has been added as a new claim. Claims 1-7 are 
presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1 and 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

4. Claims 1 and 6-7 recite the newly amended limitation "providing, when a request 
specifying a particular application program, is received from the logged-in user, along 
with both the user ID and password used by that user to log in, the received request to 
the specified application program according to the group and the using environment 
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corresponding to the received user ID and password", which was not described in Fig. 9 
and the corresponding specification (page 14, line 27 - page 16, Iine8) in such a way as 
to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time 
the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Examiner respectfully submits that at step [S5] of Fig. 9, after the CPU 
determines that the user has already logged in to the server then the CPU proceeds to 
step [S9] wherein the CPU performs an appropriate process corresponding to a request 
sent from the user. Both of the Fig. 9 and the corresponding specification (page 14, line 
27 - page 16, line 8) do not appear to describe and/or support the newly amended 
limitation sufficiently. Hence, Examiner respectfully requests the Applicant to exactly 
point out the portion of the specification (with the pages and line numbers) and/or the 
drawings (with the steps) that supports the newly amended limitation as claimed in 
claims 1 and 6-7. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kurosawa et al. (US 6,047,288), hereinafter "Kurosawa", in view of Cox et al. (US 
6,510,466), hereinafter "Cox". 

7. As to claim 1 , Kurosawa teaches a system and method of group environment 
specifying and setting, comprising: 

group specifying means for specifying, in the case of a predetermined user 
having logged in using a user ID and password, a group to which the user belongs 
(group list 601a stores a group name and members of the group) (Kurosawa, Fig. 20, 
col. 12, lines 30-34 and col. 24, lines 35-42); 

using environment specifying means for specifying a using environment 
corresponding to the group specified by the group specifying means (the environment 
setting information of a designated group is derived from the database) (Kurosawa, 
col. 13, lines 35-54); 

using environment setting means for setting an environment which conforms to 
the using environment specified by the using environment specifying means (the 
environment setting information is derived and sent to the terminal to apply the 
environment setting) (Kurosawa, col. 14, line 55 - col. 15, line 16); and 

creating databases (databases 601a and 601b as illustrated in Figs. 20-21) 
according to group and designating one of the databases, which an application program 
uses (the setting information in database 601b of Fig. 21 gives a default setting for a 
conferencing application) (Kurosawa, Figs. 20-21, col. 24, line 35 - col. 25, line 13). 
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However, Kurosawa does not explicitly teach providing, when a request 
specifying a particular application program, is received from the logged-in user, along 
with both the user ID and password used by that user to log in, the received request to 
the specified application program according to the group and the using environment 
corresponding to the received user ID and password. 

In an analogous art, Cox teaches a system and method for centralized 
management of application programs on a network, wherein an administrator may 
define and authorized certain users and/or groups of users to access appropriate 
applications installed on the server in the database 208 , which acts as a central 
repository of application management information, such as user, software, device 
preference and access control information, responsive to client management server 204 
(Cox, col. 8, line 57 - col. 9, line 5). Cox also teaches in Fig. 4, if a user identification 
and password information is contained in the request at block 234, user login operations 
are executed including bringing up a user desktop and establishing the user's 
credentials and application access authorization (Cox, col. 12, lines 53-57), and if it is 
determined that the request has been received from an already logged-in user at block 
238 requesting execution of an application (as opposed to initial setup of a user desktop 
interface in the first time log-in), application access management operations are 
executed to bring up an instance of the manaoed/reguested application for the user at 
block 240 (i.e., after determining that the user has logged in, performing an appropriate 
process corresponding to a request sent from the user) (Cox, col. 12, line 61-67). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system of Kurosawa with the teachings 
of Cox to include providing the received request to the specified application program 
according to the user ID and password included in a packet of the request to establish 
the user's credentials and application access authorization (Cox, col. 12, lines 53-57). 
One would be motivated to do so to allow the system to provide login support for user 
authentication and mapping to a user profile and software support to configure, the 
software (applets and applications) users and groups for access to and the user 
preferences for those software applications (Cox, col. 10, lines 38-43). 

8. As to claim 2, Kurosawa-Cox teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the group 
comprises one or more users (Kurosawa, Fig. 20). 

9. As to claim 3, Kurosawa-Cox teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the 
databases are divided physically or logically according to the groups (databases 601a 
as illustrated in Fig. 20), and the using environment setting means sets one of the 
databases corresponding to the group specified by the group specifying means (the 
setting information in database 601b of Fig. 21 gives a default setting for a conferencing 
application) (Kurosawa, Figs. 20-21, col. 24, line 35 - col. 25, line 13). 

10. As to claim 4, Kurosawa-Cox teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the group 
specifying means comprises a table which associates user information regarding each 
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user with the group to which each user belongs (for example, as illustrated in Fig. 20, 
USER1 belongs to group 3/C, USER2 and USER3 belong to group 2/B, etc.) and 
specifies the appropriate group by referring to the user information, which user entered 
when the user logged in, and the table (Kurosawa, Fig. 20, col. 24, lines 35-42). 

11. As to claim 5, Kurosawa-Cox teaches the system of claim 1 , further comprising 
processing means for performing a process corresponding to a request from the user 
(the environment setting information is derived and sent to the terminal to apply the 
environment setting) (Kurosawa, col. 14, line 55 - col. 15, line 16), wherein the 
processing means performs a process in the environment for each group set by the 
using environment setting means (for example, icon displays may be selected for 
inclusion in the desktop based on whether a particular user is an authorized user for the 
associated applications) (Cox, col. 9, line 58 - col. 10, line 2). 

12. Claim 6 is a corresponding computer-readable record medium claim of system 
claim 1; therefore, it is rejected under the same rationale. 

13. Claim 7 recites a method claim that contains similar limitations as system claim 
1 ; therefore, it is rejected under the same rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

14. In the Remarks, Applicant argued in substance that 

(A) Prior Art does not teach or suggest "a request specifying a particular 
application program, is received from the logged-in user, along with both the user ID 
and password used by that user to log in", as recited in independent claims 1 and 6-7. 

As to point (A), Cox teaches in Fig. 4 at block 234, if a user identification and 
password information is contained in the request, user login operations are executed 
including bringing up a user desktop and establishing the user's credentials and 
application access authorization (Cox, col. 12, lines 53-57), and if it is determined that 
the request has been received from an already logged-in user at block 238 requesting 
execution of an application (as opposed to initial setup of a user desktop interface if it is 
the first time log-in for the user), application access management operations are 
executed to bring up an instance of the managed/requested application for the user at 
block 240 (i.e., after determining that the user has logged in, performing an appropriate 
process corresponding to a request sent from the user) (Cox, col. 12, line 61-67). 

Hence, every request from the user is supposed to be accompanied by the user 
identification and password information, regardless of whether the user has already 
logged in to the server system 22. 
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15. Applicant's arguments as well as request for reconsideration filed on 10/19/2006 
have been fully considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 

16. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quang N. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3886. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
SPE, Rupal Dharia, can be reached at (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Quang N. Nguyen 
Patent Examiner 
AU-2141 
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